griseus" respectively, and continues to use the masculine form, whereas new species in the genus Tuber, which they treated as neuter, the diagnosis starts as "mediocre globosum", "globosum" and "rotundatum". Which gender should then be correct? Article 62 of the ICBN (McNeill & al. in Regnum Veg. 146. 2006) provides the answer to that question. The article mentions three criteria in descending order of importance, viz., botanical tradition, the author's original usage, and classical usage (even though Note 1 tries to link original usage and classical usage, which is a bit confusing in an otherwise clear rule). I have been unable to find instances of the name Glomus in botanical (i.e., pre-Linnaean) tradition. Consequently, the gender assigned by Tul. & C. Tul. (masculine) prevails over classical Latin (neuter). The masculine gender had been used from 1844 to 1982, when Trappe (Phytopathology 72: 1102 (Phytopathology 72: -1108 (Phytopathology 72: . 1982 ) changed all endings of adjectival epithets into neuter. It should be added that no new species were described in Glomus between 1844 and 1974 (Gerdemann & Trappe in Mycol. Mem. 5: 1-76. 1974 . Mycological usage in the last 30 years has consistently treated the name as neuter. Changing gender (again) does not seem to serve any useful purpose, and I therefore propose to conserve the neuter gender under Art. 14.11 (conservation of gender).
If the name Glomus is conserved as being of neuter gender, the stem of the name becomes Glomer-, as the classical Latin word, under the 3rd declination. Schüßler & al. (in Mycol. Res. 105: 1413 -1421 . 2001 were the first to use the stem Glomer-; until that time the stem Glom-was used (Glomaceae, Glomales). The case was extensively argued by David (in Constancea 83. 2002) . David remarked that "the stem Glomer-should be used since Glomus is a neuter noun with a genitive singular 'Glomeris'. To adopt the former stem would imply that Glomus is a masculine noun with a genitive singular 'Glomi ' and consequently many of the species epithets in the genus would have to be altered." While the reasoning by David was incorrect, because the Tulasnes' name was masculine from the start, conservation of the name of neuter gender, leaves no doubt that the stem Glomer-should be used.
